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whom the Master promised the unfatliiu protectian of the Holy 
Spirit. Un God's name, let us be docile ancl hedient, aud not fait 
in our exalted task of explaining in its integrity the faith which 
the Sou of Giod counnmitted to the care of [Tis infaliilde Church. 
R. 


FRANCIS J. Conner. C 


Lhe Catholic University af America 
Mashington, D.C, 


Firry Years Aco 


In Fhe sAmertcan Eeclesastical Review for Novenvber, 1900, the 
leading article, contributed by Fr. Alexander Macdonald, is entitled 
“The Sacrificial Idea in the Mass." His main contention ts that the 
Mass is ong and the same sacrifice with that of the Crass, “It is the 
immolation of Christ upon the Cross, together with the fact that the 
same Victim is really present upon the Altar offered by the same High 
Priest which makes the Mass the distinctive atul never-failing sacrifice 
of the New Testament.” ... Fr. Anselm Krell contribttes an articte om 
*The Support of Sick and Old Clergytnen.” Ie explain in detazl the 
canonical provisions for the support of the clergy, atc acinits that tts 
very difficult to determine the best methud of extending relief ta ée- 
serving hut needy ecclesiastics. He promises to discuss this problem 
in a future article. ©... Under the heading “Scholitstic Meiheuls, their 
Advantages and Disadvantages” Fr. J. R. Slattery makes some sug- 
gestions for improving the method of teaching theolagy in our senu- 
varies... A response in the Conference section asserts that the bridal 
couple may kneel within the sanctuary during the Nuptial Mass... - 
A forn: for the blessing of a couple on the eecasion of Lhery silver or 
galden fubilee of marriage is suggested... . Meration is rade of a fetter 
sent hy the Holy See to the bishops of the United! States: conimanding 
that mm the evert that a situle Mass ts celebrated on All Sotdls’ Day for 
the decease whose names are proposed day the parishioteers {amuny 
offertigs being given), a notice should be posted in the church making 
it clear that only one Mass is being offered. 


FC 


THE CONCEPT OF MARY AND THE 
CHURCH IN THE FATHERS 


The past one hundred years of che Churen’s history liave Leen 
marked by a phenominal mereuse of Alario thought and devotion 
that is paralleled perbaps aly by the greal Marian vitatity of the 
Middle Ages. Since the cetiniion of the degina: of Mary's Er 
maculate Conception, popular devotion to the Mother af Curl. 
under the influence of such ianifestly supernaluiad inecrvengans 
as Lourdes and Fattia, has grown into a dnd ui world trust ia her 
power of intercession. Mariology has blossom as a Reld which 
is preoccupylng thealogicul thought as it has never beigre, Tne 
Sovereign Pontiffs since Pius [NX have been cuniasistendly outspoken 
regarding the privileges of Mary, ancl have urged tlie mieimbers cl 
Haly Charch to turn with filial ceattidence te ber ta avert waricd 
disaster and to bring peace. Not least of these papal acts was the 
consecration of the world te the Immaculate Heart of Mary by 
Pope Pius XH, October 31, 1942. The Moly Year of 1450, with 
its solemn proclaniation of the dogma of Mary’s Assumption, has 
crowned a century that began with the prockunatinn of lier Tan- 
maculate Conception. 

Ti one considers Mary's vole in the Chueh fistury of the past 
century, and the fact that this role has liad cei intimate influeuce 
on the bfe and growth of the Chucch, the qnesticn may legitanarciy 
be asked; what relationship exists hecween Mary aunt the Churel 
which gives significance to these Marian events? In seeking an 
answer to this question, we instinctively turn for enlighter:nest 
to Cathotic tradition, te the works ef the Fathers and Moclurs af 
the Church. An answer, at least in ils seed-lorm, was offered by 
the early Church Pathers, anc! an exumination of their statements 
on the subject may perhaps give a greater theological perspective 
to cirrent Marian history. 


In Patristic harguage Mary is idemifed, so ta speak, with the 
UAE ; 
The 


Charch: jn many instances stu is cveu cadied the Chureh 


Fathers use the same terms to exalt Mary and explain her prerayga- 

tives as they tise for the Church, and apply interchauyeahly, as 

with equal fitness, the same fivures, types and prophecies to Mary 

as to the Church. The two main bases on which the Fathers craw 

this parallel are the motherhood of the Church couipared and ikden- 
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tified with the motherhood of Mary; and the Church as the Virgin- 
Lride of Christ compared with the similar role of Mary. 

St, Ambrose in one passuge speaks of the Church as the type af 
Mary, but the common practice among the Fathers was to ¢on- 
sider Mary as personifying the Church. “Che Virgin Mary is... 
the figure of the Church, which reerived the firat iruits of the 
Gaaspel,” wrete St. phrem.' “Let us call the Church hy rhe name 
of Mary, tor she is worthy of the double name.” ‘Vhs Virgin Mazy 
appears, then, as personifying mest perfectly tumanity, wed vir- 
ginally to the Incarnate Wort, the receiver af diving revelation and 
responding with pertect fidelity to the whiaperings of the Divine 
Bridegream. “Here fin the virginity of Jlis ater] He chase 
for Iliniself a chaste bridat chamber wherein Pe niigh! be uciled 

as ihe bridegrooiu with the bride.” 

Tt is also in her motherhood of the historivaf Jesus chat « parallel 
is drawn between Mary and the Church. Mary is the Mather of 
Jesus, the Church, the Mother of Chrisiians, This, St. Methodius 
interprets the Woman in the Apocalypse as literally sigmifying 
Mary, and mystically signifying the Church. 

Most often, however, motherhood and virgmity, which are 
proper ta beth Mary and the Church, are considered in the one ! 
concept of a fruitial virginal or bridaj-motherhood. St. Ambrose | 
speaks of the Church’s fecundity thus: “Tt is a virgin who has 
borne us in her worb, a virgin whe has brought us forth, a virgia 
who has nourished us with her own nnlk.”3 Ulsewhere he points F 
to Mary as the type of this, the Church's virginal frailfulness: 


Tt was Atting that Mary shoukf he espoused and at the same tims a 
Virgin; because she is the type of the Church, which is spotfess, yet 
married. For virgin she [the Church] his conceived us of the Spirit, 
and virgin, without pangs she has given us birth? 


St. Augustine concurs with the Bishop of Milian: 


The Church . .. tmitating Christ's Mother every cay gives birth to 


1Serme od Nocturnues Domintcee Aevarrectionts, 2, 3, Vamy 1, 531-537, 
Quoted in Thomas fuivius, C.SS.R, Tae Hlessed iryin in the Fathers of 
the First Stx Ceaturtcs (Loadon: Burus and Oates, Lid; N. ¥-: Beaziger, 
1893}, p. 268. Subsequent texts of the Fathers are as piven in Livius. 

2St. Augustine, Enarrat. in Ps. CXLYUTU, n. 8 Livius, 276. ' 

3 De Officers Mintstrorum, Lib 1, cap, 5, 22. Livius, 270, 

tf Lue. L. 11, a. 7. Livius, 271. 
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His nicmbers and is a virgin. Did net the hoiy Virgin Mary both 
bring forth and remain a Virgin? So, ton, the © Hobrings firth anc 
isa virgin. And tf tho reflecrest, she gives larulia Chrodt, becanse those 
who are baptised are kis menthers. Yew, says the Apostle, wre fie beity 
of Christ, and members. Ff, Caurefore, slic wives oo llt to Christ's ieau- 
bers, she is must ike Mary.8 See we nut under the figure vt Mary the 
type of the haly Chursh? For on ker teo, as yeu haow, une [aly 
Ghost came dawt; her teo the power of the Moat tisk aversinse d 
and from ker sakes forth Christ wisghiy ay power Uhe fTiureh is car 
immaculate bride. fruitfui in chikl-beacing. virgin in chastiy, She 
conceived mut front anag, but ly the Spicit, She gives birth rad in sar- 
row, but in joy. She tartures not with breast al Gesly, bat with anit 
of the Veacher, Heres is she the Spenuse uf Christ, and Mother of ae 
nations, whe neirvels at seclipy herself with chibi 
she has brought forth? 


mb rejoices hon 


‘Two hundred years later, but still in the Patristic tradition, St. 
Istdore of Seville repeated: “Mary signifies the Charrh, which 
being espoused to Christ, as a virgin hath conceived us of the Moly 
Ghost, and as a virgiu hath also given us Iirth.”§ 

The Fathers in these passages secm to le satished with cumpur- 
ing the Churcit’s fruitfutness with that of Mary, and uo ict ex- 
plictly declare, as is now often declared, chat die Church's mater- 
nity is, in effect, Mary's spiritual Motherhood of men. The pas- 
sages cited involve primarily an asalogy between the Spiritual 
Maternity of the Chareh, ail che madural qalermry of Mary, 
Even when St. Augustine speaks of giving “dirth lo Christ's 
members,” it is “the Church dwtiating Christ's Mother'-—which 
would leave Mary’s Spiritual Maternity at best only inphed, not 
directly stated. 

Nevertheless, some of the Fathers have gone so far as tu apply 
the name of the Church itself to Mary. 

“C) mystic marvel!’ wrote St. Clement of Alexandria. “One 
Father of all things and one Word of afl things and the Tluty 
Ghost, One and the same everywhere, and one only Mother Vir- 


S Enchirid. ad Laurentinm, cap, 34. Livius, 275, 
@ Sern, 213, cap. 7. Livias, 275. 
7Serm. 121, He Mat. Pam. vy. 5, Int. Opp. S. Augustini 


Append, Livius, 


276. This quotation, although of doubtful anttienticity, is included as not 
being foreign ta St. Augustine’s thought, but rather as au elaboration af it. 


§ Alfegoriae ex N. Test. Ap, Morales Lib, H, Tr. 6, Livius, 277, 
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gin. Dear to me it is fe cad? her the Church Un a manuseript 

altributed ta St. Methodius, these words occur in praise if Mary: 

; “With hymns, © blessed Spouse of God, adarniiz the het, 

aa we nuw venerate thee, pure virgin Church oi sawy boty. . 
The heresiarch Manes’ irnnic use of the term “that nigst c 

Virgin and imimacalate Church” referiig to Mary seers fo ingi 

cate that this was a phrase then commionly reveived and used.” 

St. Cyril of Atexaneria choses one of his homitics thus: “Dvr 

with canticles the ever-Virgin Mary, Hud is fo say, the boty Chireh, 


and her Son and spotiess Spouse... Anion?! 
These passages are to be interpreted priniarily in a metaphoricai 
sense, for evidently Mary is not, in the words of the Dalimor: 
, 


Catechism, “the congregation of all baptized persotus united iu fle 
sanie trae faith, ihe sanuw sacrifice, and the same sacnunciuts, nauder 
the authority of the Sovereign Pontilf amd the Lishops is con 
munion with him.” J3ut seme of the Fathers wrote about a sam. 
penetration of the two ideas. In at least two respects the Patristic 
view presents a real “overlapprag’’—ihe first, ai that Mary ts 
part of the Church, is the most perfect meniber of the Mestical 
Body; the second, in that Mary's maternity has far its object and 
effect the bestowal of divine Jife upon the hitmas race, wick is i 
likewise the ebject and effect of the Church’s tistarical ¢xistence ! 
Among the writings of St. Ainbrase is to be found a cominentary 
on the Apocalypse in which we find this thonght expressed that 
hy the Woman here we may understand the Piessed Virgin Mary, 
es because she is the Mother of the Church, fur she brought forth 
naa Him who is the Head of the Church, and is herself daughter of 
the Church, since she is the greatest member of the Church.” 
The Fathers followed St. Paul closely tn holding that the Charek 
is the Bride of Christ, Not yet perfect lecause of her human mem- 
bers, she grows into an ever closer union with: ITini Uirucwl sub- 
missive fidelity to His grace until ihe day of His coming. She 
desires to be His perfect complenient, to “AY ap whert is lacking 
to dln, and in this sense her way of actiny inay be called a reat 
seeking of Christ. That Mary is the model of this seeking uf 


9 Paedagegus, Tab. 1, «. 6 MPC, Vit, 30%, Liviu. 264. 
10 Dec, Firg, or. 1, c. 5, p. 43. Livins, 266 4 
LCE Livius, 265. 

ye RS, V2 iiem. TV art Bn. Livius. 277 

| Lon H ‘tat, Opp. St. Ambrosi, Cf. fa Lue. Lib. X, a. 134. Liyius, 271, } 
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Christ seerns to be implied in a number of passages of rhe Mathers. 
in the Old Testament this striving for univn with the Dridegrocm 
was expressed and prefigured im the Cwitleéc of Cuaticfes, ‘The 
Fathers ia commenting upon this Book of the Ol Jaw pice the 
words of the Bride upon the Hips of bow Mary andl the Clnurch 
“Mary is that beautiful spouse af the Canticles wha put oft che old 
garment, washed bier fear, and received thes iimimortal Brictugream 


within her own fricte-chamber’?* lipon the text, “let Eling kiss 


me with the kisses of His mouth,” Sto Aculirose remarks: 


Ilereby is signified! the grace of thy Holy Spirit canines visser trea 
above, as the Anpel said io Mary: (he Holy Chest shall ccune tipo 
thee, and the power of the Most Migh) shall eves eal 

The Charch ceases not tu kiss the feet oe Clirists areal henee in the 
Canticle of Cantictes, she is nat content with onc but with imany kiss.s. 
For like holy Mary, she ix intent on all Elis utterances. aud takes ia alt 
His words. When the Gospel or a Prophet is being rea}, she kerps all 
His sayings i her heart 

The view that Mary in her vicarious representation of human- 
ity-to-be-redeemed personifies the perfect way of acting toward 
the Divine Bridegrocan, the perfection of the Church in its mem- 
bers, has been brougl:t into prominence of late in Pope Pius XIL's 
Mystict Corporis: 

Her sinless sout was filled with the «divine Spirit of Jesus Christ more 
than all other created sonls ... she mere than all the faithful “tlle up 
those things that are wauitingy of the suffering of Christ... for ITis 
body which ts the Charch.” 

And the Pontiff is at pains to point ont that her whole life exen- 
plifes the perfect way of acting toward Christ. She seeks only His 
will at the Annunciation; with motherly tenderness she brings 
Him forth and aurtures His childlieed; she is the mistress of His 
hidden life; in his public life she is [lis efter ipse, the only coroptete 
triumph of His apostolate; she surrenders her maternal rights over 
Him at His passion ancl death, ., . Finally, after His ascension, she 
is left for a time vpon earth ta moéher the infant Church and ta 
he the diving exemplar of the preat lessan Christ wished to teach 
Ifis Church: that the fiviung Christ is to be sought and found in 


ist Thee. 


14S Proclus, Orat, VI. 17, De Detp. fauditiws, Ltvius, 98 
16S. Ambrose, ir Ps. CXVITI Serm. IL, nu. 16. Livius, 92. 


18 Fpist, XLE, 18, 
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the living Church. “She continued to shaw for the Mystical Body 
of Christ, bora front the pierced Heart of the Savior, the same 
Mother’s care and ardent jowe with whieh: -fi Giaanedt the Trtuni 
Jesus to her warm anf nourishing breast." 


If the view be accepted that Mary persanitied perice| iiworpurs- 
tion in Christ, then the Church's ideal, tue prrpase uf its actian, 
was realized perfectly onty in her, aud Cis ihe Church's aitinate 
goal--her presentation to Christ “in all ter glory, sot laving spot 
or wrinkle” (£ pi, 5, 27)-~ was forushaduwed fruut tin very he 
ginning. For nowhere in its history has dhe Churel’s perfect tary 

of acting (its utterly perfeet co-operaling Auetity te ps: 
embodied, save ti Mary, Vhe Saints lave, tn varynigy degrevs of 
perfectian, exewmplificd the Charcl’s way af acting, lai te Mays 
alone should he reserved dhe glory of beige the prototy ne sand spot 
less exemplar, ‘Vhe question at least deserves cousisiernUan and 
study. 

The Church's matevaity ts, in Fuct, Mary's spiritual motherhood 
of allinen. OF all the Fathers, it was St. Angustine who explained 
this most clearly. While stating that "Mfary corporally gave birth 
lw the Jlead of this (Mystical) body, the Church spirinally gives 
birth to the members of that Mead."1? he shaws that Mary és ia 
very (rath Mather tikewise of all the mewbers, and consequently, 
the Church's ministerial action is the application, throughout the 
time and space of history, of Mary's spiritual motherhvad of ail 
men. “She is clearly the spiritual Mother of tis meuthers, which 
we are; fiecatise she co-operated hy her charity, Uua. tue faithful 
might be born into dhe Church; and these are the members of dha 
saute lead."7% ‘The predominant patristic concept uf the New 
Adam and the New Eve as parents of the regenerated liunan race 
shows likewise Mary’s role as Mother of the redeenrxt, sot merely 
in being Mother of Jesus’ natural body, Init also by an active co 
operation with the entire divine plan of redemption. “Weal hy 
live, life by Mary." Modern terminology has sought tt rectuce 
(he apparent complexity of Mary's doulte maternity (that vi 
Jesus and that of mankind) in the one concept af her mutherhoad 
of the Whole Christ. 


rel teen 


17 De Sanct. Virgénit. cap. It, AHL, XL. Livius, 275 £. 
18 fhid., cap. VI, Livius, 276. 
19 St. Jorume, Ef. 22, ad Eustuch. 21 
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ides crises, 


Today, when the Church is faced with one af its gr 
and when, on the other hand, she is theowing open 
treasures with car unprecedented] efience, iis Got sarprisiny 
find that the JToly Puther shows close his miasleriy troilise on mie 
Church as the Mystical Mody thas: 

“May she, thea, most healy Moher et all Clivisl s oscmibers, 1 
serrated] al) suena, 


her riystl 


whose Inmmeaculete Heart we have trostingiy © 
Fuleernt with the glory cl fever where she 


Sever cose to fe Trou din rtat 


her bady and soul 
reigns with Jiec ¢ 
aA continuous ant copies aw of 
Head into all the mumibers it Ms 
about the Church tuekiv my ons 
protection aud ofdais fiat God shat may ap 
allinankiud may enjoy mure peaceful days.” 


te TAL 
florions 


> OEY 


y shiv throw 


> tTyarete ariel 


(akoaue MoxtTacun, SM. 


Aft. St. Josen 
Dayton, Ohio 


‘Var Priest’s Task 

[t ts the priest’s task to clear away froni incn’s minds the tuass of 
prejudices and misunderstaudings which hostile adversaties have piled 
up; the mocern mind is cage: for the trath, and the priest should be 
abje tu point ft out with serene frankness ; there are souls stil! hesitadnug 
distressed by dvubts, and the priest should inspire courage and trust, 
and guide then with cahu security to the sate perl of Faith, faith ae- 
cepted by both head andl heart; errar makes is anslaughts, arvogcuit 
and persistent, and the priest shoukl knew how to meet them with a 
defense vigorous aud active, yet sold and unraiticd. . . . 

Vherefore, Venerable Brethron, it is ne ary that the priest, eve 
among the absorbing tusks of his charge. andl ever with a view te it, 
should cnatinne Bis Cheobagzical stueies seit niuremitting zeal Vhe 
knowledge acquirect at the seminary is inmlecd a seadtiiciest Foundation 
with which to begin; but ft must be graspect more thoroughly, and per- 
fecteck by an ever-inereasing knowledge and understanvling of the 
Herein js the source of eHective preaching imd of 


sacred sciences. 
influence over the souls of thers. 


Pope Pius XI, the Cathofte Privstheod fAnweriva Press), pp. 23 f. 


